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VIEW FROM THE HILL 


WELL here are a^ain , another season, another 
issue, and another missed deadline, the latter of 
which I apologise for - it was unavoidable this 
time round. I'm particularly proud of this issue, 
we took great time putting it together, and I 
hope you agree it was worth it, though the 24 page 
count will be a temporary one, back to 20 next 
issue I'm afraid. The actual content of this 
edition is pretty self-explanitory, so I won't 
dwell on that, but I will add that the video nasty 
outrage, and in particular the subject of censor- 
ship has very much raised its ugly head again 
since last issue, so this special edition could 'nt 
have teen timed tetter. What with the new govern- 
ment watchdog committee, a step-up in TV censor- 
ship and new laws prohibiting under the counter 
sales of horror films, it all edges us a step 
closer to Big Brother, how long I winder before 
publications such as the one you are reading cane 
under the Hammer? Possibly not long, as Fbngoria 
has already come under attaok from the Tories. 
What's next? A prison sentence for watching 
DRACULA ? Don't laugh, anything is possible the 
way things are progressing. 

Still, it's not all doom and gloom, for thank- 
fully there are still enough intelligent, sens- 
ible, loyal fans and film-makers out there to keep 
our genre going, in fact at the moment horror is 
THE most popular film genre, box-office is up, 
film production is greater than ever before, and 
the growth of magazines and fanzines covering the 
subject continues, at which point, let me thank 
all the fans, editors etc who constantly write to 
me, it's nice to know I'm not the only one into 
this stuff. Back onto the subject of films, as I 
said actual film production in our genre is very 
busy right now, and some particularly fine films 
are being produced, which we'll try to keep you 
updated on, so next issue expect coverage of a 
great bundle of new films including, RETURN OF THE 
LIVING DEAD 2; OrERA; DEAD HEAT; PRISON; MONSTER 
SQUAD; 967 EVIL; BLUE MONKEY; NECROMANTIC etc. 

The last three there will be shown as part of the 
second 'Shock around the clock' bash held in 
London in July, myself and several of the WS team 
will be attending, so if you see a weird chap 
clutching a copy of WHIPLASH SMILE, come and say 
hello. As a fan orientated magazine, I think it is 
a good idea to give coverage of such events, 
so keep your eyes open for future articles along 
this line. Another convention I have been invited 
to, but will not be attending (it's in Baltimore J) 
is FANEX 88, held in the States in November, I was 
invited to do a speech there, which was a nice 
thought, but I will send some copies over nonethe- 
less, to help WHIPLASH 9HI£'s colonization of 
America continue. We're very much an International 
publication now, and it's all thanks to you, the 
reader, for your support, so sit back, enjoy this 
issue, and keep smiling 'whiplash sailing!' 

See you again, in three....... 


_ JOHN 


1. ( EDITOR 1988) 



Reader’s Poll 
RESULTS. 




\fUP)Ip(p Checklist. 


AS a means of starting off our special coverage of the video-nasties, this issue, printed 
below is the current list of films banned in the United Kingdom, which were outlawed 
following the Attorney General’s statement in the House of Cannons on 23rd of July 1984. 
The following have been subject to prosecution under section 2 of the Obscene Publications 
Act of 1959. 


(AKA AOTHBOFOPHAGOS II ; H0RHJ3LL) (Italy 19B1) FLESH FOB FSAHKEMSTEIH (AKA AUDI WARHOL’S FRANKEN STEI H ) 
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The Great Debate. 


The obvious question I suppose is why cover this topic now? Half a decade after it was first 
an issue. Well firstly, there are many new fans out there who were 'nt into the genre when 
the debate surrounding the dreaded video nasty was first raging, and from our survey there 
were a great number of requests for coverage of the subject. Next, I don't think the subject 
should be allowed to be forgotten, though in many cases, the 39 films currently banned are 
pretty poor, it is what they stand for that is important, namely the mindless censorship of 
our freedom to view what we choose in the sanctity of our own homes. Finally, in the light 
of recent events, it seems a very suitable time to re-investigate these films. 

So, what is a video nasty? Well a video nasty is a media-spawned phrase for a media-spawned 
phenomena, it was apparently Nary Whitehouse who first came up with the term during a 
meeting of her vegetarian crones who aiparently had nothing else better to do, and the 
gutter-press naturally soon latched onto this, and before too long the term 'video nasty' 
was being splashed across the front pages of the popular brain-dead tabloids. The 
snowballing effect of this public outcry was the eventual drawing up of a shortlist of some 
sixty odd films, chosen apparently at random from guidelines that were vague to say the least. 

What constitutes a video nasty? 


The original guidelines as to what could be deemed corruptive, and therefore open for 
prosecution and eventual outlawing, were frankly (like the whole proceedings) a joke. At 
the time 1 remember reading an early video magazine which printed the somewhat dubious 
list of acts for which a film could be banned . These included, cruelty to animals; 
rape; abuse of children; violent sex; torture; cannibalism; the violent use of ordinary 
household items (?); perversion (a somewhat vague category to say the least) and several 
other factors too absurd to mention. In fact, via these guides it was possible to ban just 
about anything, from JAWS (cruelty to animals; to FKIDAY THE 13TH (household items), 
fortunately though, the department of public prosecutione and the various legal bodies behind 
the prosecuting of movies, were 'nt quite as thorough as that, and managed to whittle out 
a mere sixty films, though the list gradually went down, as they realised just how ridiculous 
some of their frantic decisions had been. 1 should think in reality, they had a good idea of 
what they wanted off the shelves to begin with, and drew their guidelines up around these 
titles, hence the banning of anything with the word 'cannibal' in the title, including 
the relatively tepid Spanish film CANNIBAL MAN, which includes no cannibalian whatsoever. 

Why ban films at all? 



to answer this question, but I 
-censorship, at least I hope you 
If you are therefore anti-censorship, 
then the only reason you can see for 
banning these films is, in actuality, 
the real reason, namely that back in 
19&2, and up until this very day, a 
group of hopeless, wimpy conservative 
MPs desperate to make a name for 
themselves in a political party 
dominated by the least sympathetic 
prime minister this country has ever 
had the misfortune to have, decided to 
piok on a suitably easy target, to gain 
a bit of publicity for themaelvea, and 
as the British press is so Tory- 
dominated they succeeded in doing just 
that, making a name for themselves, 
albeit briefly. 

The pro-censorship lobby, tcwever 
would undoubtedly refute these claims, 
on the grounds that these films are 
( 6 ) 
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evil, corruptive, dangerous properties, that must be taken away from the gullable public, 
before our nation is swept by hordes of psychotic citizens with cannibalistic fixations, 
running around terrorizing the honest, decent clean-living folk that the government rep- 
resents. The arguments for banning films seem to be as follows: violent films encourage 

violent behaviour, this is of course utter bollocks, the only people who could possibly be 
affected in such a way are mentally unstable persons, who should *nt be lei. anywhere near 
a video in the first place, besides which they probably could 'nt work out how to use one 
anyway. But, let's suppose a mentally unstable person is affected by violence he or she 
gees on a video cassette, is that the fault of the film -matters, is it something for which 
the majority must suffer for? I say no, perhaps if the police spent less time running around 
the country seizing videos, and spent their time more constructively actually putting such 
dangerous individuals behind bars then the world would becane a safer place. Now 1 realise 
this is the simple solution to a complex problem, but the point is, it has never, and will 
never be proved that watching faked violence on a television or cinema screen can trigger' 
off the urge to immitate such an act in reality, well at least not in the case of an 
intelligent, reasonable human being, of which I count myself one. And obviously the majority 
of people must be intelligent in thi3 country if they keep electing a conservative government 
who of course are never wrong, or am I missing the point? The one strand of people who are 
constantly mentioned for protection against the horrors of video horrors are, of course, 
children, now I can see the reasons behind this judgement, for children are lower in intellect 
and perhaps they can't differentiate between fantasy and reality, though I doubt this is a 
fact, kids are'nt as stupid as we make believe. I for one have been watching horror films 
since I was about seven or eight years old, and that certainly is'nt bragging, but a fact, 
at first I watched on TV, then with the advent of pre-recorded tapes, on video, and of course 
when old enough 1 started at the cinema. 1 have never suffered nightmares, never once had the 
urge to kill anyone (at least not connected with filnr.influence, though 1 do get a little 
aggressive when I see Mary Whitehouee sticking her nossle in on TV) and have always enjoyed 
the experience. Now I know this is'nt the case with everyone, several children can't watch 
stuff like that without sufiering nightmares, well that's fair enough, but surely in such 
cases it should be the parents who do the controlling, not the government with an outright 
banning of material? Though having said all that in the anti-censorship side, I must admit 
there are times when censorship should be employed, for example on films such as BLAST IN 
HEAT and SS EXPERIMENT CAMP, which use such a hideous subject matter as nazi war crimes 
(real events) to gain an audience, in such cases 1 agree with the censors, these films are 
sick, and anyone who can gain pleasure from them is just as sick. Now there are no people 
out there who are going to immitate Hitler (at least I hope not), eo that argument goes out of 
the window, but what the people in the nazi war -camps went through should never be forgotten, 
as they were subjected to the lowest nadir of human nature, and their experiences should never 
(7) 
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GOINGS ON IN THE WORLD OF 
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